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Commissioner for Patents 



Regarding 09/531,633 Written Request for Interview. 



Applicant has filed a written Interview Request form received 1/30/04, requesting an interview to discuss the use of Okuzawa in 35 
use 103 rejections. Applicant broadly states "I do not understand, . . Okuzawa". 
The Examiner has reviewed the application file, and the record is clear. 

Applicant's proposed After Final amendment was received 1/8/04, was not entered, and the issues raised were discussed in detail in an 
Advisory Action mailed 1/22/04, specifically in the Advisory Action sections (1) through (5), which correspond identically to the 
issues raised by Applicant in the Applicant Remarks section of said After Final amendment received 1/8/04. 
Applicant's request for an interview does not raise any new issues that have not been discussed clearly in the record. 

Therefore, Applicant's written request for an interview is denied. 

Applicant's previous telephonic request on 1/27/04 for an interview was previously verbally denied. 

Further, on 2/5/04 Applicant left a telephone message for the Examiner requesting an interview. The Examiner returned the phone^ 
call on the same day, and stated that the written request for interview had been reviewed, would be denied in writing, and would J 
promptly mailed. 
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